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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant argues on page 9 of the response filed on 9/2/05 that the Bloombert reference does not 
contemplates the storage of mask data to be superimposed on the read out image data except to 
the very limited extent. The following new rejection using Mita et al in combination with the 
Bloomberg efficiently demonstrate the storage which is provided by the Mita et al to store the 
mask data which is in the predetermined layout of an hart shape image. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claimsl and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bloomberg (U.S. patent 5,181,255) in view of Mita et al (U.S. patent 5,060,280) 

Regarding claim 1 and 19 Bloomberg discloses: A reading apparatus comprising: 
a reading portion for reading data entered in a form where a predetermined layout is 
printed (please note Fig.lA item 103 the scanner for reading the data and digitizing it, 
column 5 lines 45-53) and a control portion for controlling an entirety of the apparatus 
(please note Fig.lA item 106 the processor) wherein the control portion superimposes 
the mask data on the image data (please note Fig.lB, column 6 lines 7-20 and column 
6 lines 44-67 and column 7 lines 1-7) and deletes a part of image data covered with the 
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mask data to thereby extract the data entered in the form from the image (please note 
column 7 lines 1-7 where either the handwritten or the text part of the image is 
extracted). However Bloomberg does not disclose: a storage portion in which mask data 
of the predetermined layout to be superimposed on read out image is pre-stored. On the 
other hand Mita et al discloses: a storage portion in which mask data of the 
predetermined layout to be superimposed on read out image is pre-stored (note 
Figs.1&18, column 9 lines 45-67 and specifically lines 557-63 where the mask data of 
the predetermined layout of hart image is stored in the memory 42). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention to 
modify Bloomberg's invention according to the teaching of Mita et al , where Mita et al in 
the same field of endeavor teach the way the mask data is pre-stored in the memory for 
the purpose of being retrieved and superimposed on the image. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 2-13 and 17-18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over (Bloomberg (U.S. patent 5,181,255) in view of Mita et al (U.S. patent 5,060,280) and 



further in view of Ohki et al (U.S. patent 6,636,647) 
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Regarding claim 2 Niether Bloomberg nor Mita et al quite teach: wherein the 
control portion reads a layout code previously printed on the form by the reading 
portion, and reads mask data of the layout corresponding to the layout code from the 
storage portion. On the other hand Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 
1 , wherein the control portion reads a layout code previously printed on the form by the 
reading portion, and reads mask data of the layout corresponding to the layout code 
from the storage portion (please note column 7 lines 38-51). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in art at the time of the invention to modify 
Bloomberg or Mita et al's invention according to the teaching of Ohki et al, where Ohki 
et al in the same filed of endeavor teach the way the images and formed are being 
scanned for the purpose of superimposing and masking procedures. 

Regarding claim 3 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 1, wherein 
the control portion reads a detection mark previously printed on the form by the reading 
portion and corrects position and inclination of the image data (please note column 5 
lines 44-51). 

Regarding claim 4 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 2, wherein 
the control portion reads a detection mark previously printed on the form by the reading 
portion and corrects position and inclination of the image data (please note column 5 
lines 53-56). 

Regarding claim 5 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 1, wherein 
the control portion reads the detection mark previously printed on the form by the 
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reading portion and adjusts the size of the image data and the size of the mask data 
read from the storage portion to each other (please note column 7 lines 59-65). 

Regarding claim 6 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 2, wherein 
the control portion reads the detection mark previously printed on the form by the 
reading portion and adjusts the size of the image data and the size of the mask data 
read from the storage portion to each other (please note column 6 lines 36-50) 

Regarding claim 7 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 3, wherein 
the control portion reads the detection mark previously printed on the form by the 
reading portion and adjusts the size of the image data and the size of the mask data 
read from the storage portion to each other (please note column 16 lines 19-26). 

Regarding claim 8 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 4, wherein 
the control portion reads the detection mark previously printed on the form by the 
reading portion and adjusts the size of the image data and the size of the mask data 
read from the storage portion to each other (please note column 7 lines 38-45). 

Regarding claim 9 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 1, wherein 
the control portion reads a print magnification previously printed on the form by the 
reading portion, and reads from the storage portion the mask data of a size 
corresponding to the print magnification (please note column 10 lines 13-23). 

Regarding claim 10 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 2, 
wherein the control portion reads a print magnification previously printed on the form by 
the reading portion, and reads from the storage portion the mask data of a size 
corresponding to the print magnification (please note column 7 lines 52-65). 
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Regarding claim 1 1 Ohki et al disclose: apparatus of claim 3, wherein the control 
portion reads a print magnification previously printed on the form by the reading portion 
and reads from the storage portion the mask data of a size corresponding to the print 
magnification (please note column (please note column 1 1 lines 63-67 and column 12 
lines 1-5). 

Regarding claim 12 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 4, 
wherein the control portion reads a print magnification previously printed on the form by 
the reading portion, and reads from the storage portion the mask data of a size 
corresponding to the print magnification (please note column 10 lines 12-20). 

Regarding claim 13 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 1, 
wherein in the storage portion, mask data of thicker entry box lines than the entry box 
lines of the layout printed on the form is stored (please note column 7 lines 38-52). 

Regarding claim 17 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 4, 
wherein the mask data is data of print areas of the predetermined layout code and 
detection marks (please note column 4 lines 55-67 and column 5 lines 1-16). 

Regarding claim 18 Ohki et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 16, 
wherein the mask data is data of print areas of the predetermined layout, layout code 
and detection marks (please note column 5 lines 44-65). 

Regarding claim 20 Ohki et al disclose: The data processing system of claim 19, 
wherein the layout management means registers a layout where parts for data entry are 
enlarged and an original layout where the parts are not enlarged so as to be associated 
with each other (please note column 9 lines 45-54). 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bloomberg 
(U.S. patent 5,181,255) in view of Mita et al (U.S. patent 5,060,280) and further in viewo of 
Ohki et al (U.S. patent 6,636,647) and yet further in view of Hart et al (U.S. patent 5,694,494) 

Regarding claim 14 neither Bloomberg, Mita et al nor Ohki et al disclose: wherein 
in the storage portion, mask data of thicker entry box lines than the entry box lines of 
the layout printed on the form is stored. On the other hand Hart et al disclose: The 
reading apparatus of claim 2, wherein in the storage portion, mask data of thicker entry 
box lines than the entry box lines of the layout printed on the form is stored (please note 
column 6 lines 7-13). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in art at the time of the invention to modify Bloomberg, Mita et al and Ohki et al's 
invention according to the teaching of Hart et al, where Hart et al in the same filed of 
endeavor teach the way the images and formed are being scanned for the purpose of 
superimposing and masking procedures. 

Regarding claim 15 Hart et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 3, 
wherein in the storage portion, mask data of thicker entry box lines than The entry box 
lines of the layout printed on the form is stored (please note column 4 lines 46-60). 
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Regarding claim 16 Hart et al disclose: The reading apparatus of claim 4, 
wherein in the storage portion, mask data of thicker entry box lines than the entry box 
lines of the layout printed on the form is stored (please note column 4 lines 13-36). 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action/ In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Contact Information 

> Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saeid Ebrahimi-Dehkordy whose telephone number 
is (571)272-7462 . 

The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kimberly Williams, can be reached at (571) 272-7471. 



Application/Control Number: 09/721,468 
Art Unit: 2626 



Page 9 



Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306, or (703) 308-9052 (for formal communications; please 



Or: 

(703) 306-5406 (for informal or draft communications, please label 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to Knox building on 501 Dulany 
Street, Alexandria, VA. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4750. 

Saeid Ebrahimi-Dehkordy 

Patent Examiner 

Group /\rt Unit 2§2&? X/ 

Novemban 2^fM6r <=; __^ /Oy^ 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



